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(Purpose: To prohibit the use of funds
relating to a certain definition)

At the appropriate place in title V, insert
the following:

SEC. b . None of the funds made avail-
able in this or any other Act making appro-
priations for Energy and Water Development
for any fiscal year may be used by the Corps
of Engineers to develop, adopt, implement,
administer, or enforce any change to the reg-
ulations and guidance in effect on October 1,
2012, pertaining to the definition of waters
under the jurisdiction of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.),
including the provisions of the rules dated
November 13, 1986, and August 25, 1993, relat-
ing to such jurisdiction, and the guidance
documents dated January 15, 2003, and De-
cember 2, 2008, relating to such jurisdiction.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
thank Senators for their cooperation
today. As I indicated earlier, Senator
FEINSTEIN and I have been in touch
with every Senate office over the last
few weeks, asking for advice, policy,
and amendments. Senators have been
terrific in getting that to us. For ex-
ample, there is Senator SCHATZ’
amendment. He offered and withdrew it
in committee. We worked with him and
were able to adopt it once it came to
the floor. That is typical of what has
happened.

I would judge that about 83 or 84 Sen-
ators have contributed policy to this
bill. There are really not many more
amendments that will be offered. But
we will have this one amendment, at
least, tomorrow morning at 11:45.
Then, the last vote will be at about 2:00
p.m., tomorrow after lunch. There may
be other votes before that.

I would ask, as I did earlier, that
Senators and their staffs get any other
amendments that we do not know
about to us by 1 o’clock tomorrow.
Then, perhaps we can come to an
agreement about how to proceed from
there to the end of the bill, maybe even
without the necessity of cloture.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, I wanted to
reassure the Senate and thank Chair-
man ALEXANDER for making sure that
this legislation has $285 million in it
for advanced computing. It also in-
cludes the Kirk language to ensure
that the United States is home to the
No. 1 supercomputer in the world.

Today, China has the fastest com-
puter in the world. It is called the
Tianhe-2. It is clocked at 33.8 petaflops
per second. Computers in the U.S. Na-
tional Labs should soon topple China.
It is a priority issue that I share with
Chairman ALEXANDER.

The Titan computer, which is now at
Oak Ridge National Laboratory in Ten-
nessee, is ranked at No. 2 in the world.
At Argonne National Laboratory in Il-
linois, we are working on a computer
to be upgraded which will soon be No.
1 in the world. It will clock in at 180
petaflops per second. That is 18 times
faster than the current computer that
is at Argonne called Mira and three
times faster than China’s top computer
today.
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With that, supercomputing is essen-
tial for American competitiveness in
the future. I think it is essential that
we pass this legislation to make sure
that we are all No. 1 in supercom-
puting.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Illinois for his
advocacy of keeping America No. 1 in
the world in supercomputers and
exascale computing. He has a special
knowledge of that because of his inti-
mate knowledge of Argonne National
Laboratory in Illinois. I know some-
thing about it because of the work at
the Oak Ridge National Laboratory in
Tennessee.

The Obama administration has con-
sistently funded exascale and super-
computing, and we have consistently
supported that recommendation of
funding. We have been able to do that
for the last 4 or 5 years, Senator FEIN-
STEIN and I. There has been no more
vigorous advocate to cause our country
to be No. 1 in supercomputing than
Senator KIRK of Illinois. I thank him
for his leadership and his contributions
to this bill.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak for up
to 20 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
am here for the 134th time to urge the
Senate to wake up to the growing
threat of global climate change. I am
afraid my chart here is getting a little
bit beat up after all of these speeches.
I hope we can begin to make progress.

But we continue here in this body to
be besieged by persistent and mere-
tricious denial. Of course, the polluters
want us to do nothing. They are so
happy to offload to everybody else the
costs of the harm from fossil fuels: the
cost of heat waves, the cost of sea level
rise, the cost of ocean acidification,
the cost of dying forests, and the rest
of it. They are running a very profit-
able ‘“‘we keep the profits, you bear the
costs” racket. They spend rivers of
money on lobbying and on politics and
on a complex PR machine that fills the
airwaves with sound bites of cooked-
up, paid-for doubt about climate
change.

I believe the worst of them actually
know better, but they do it any way. In
this turbulence, the Wall Street Jour-
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nal editorial page regularly sides with
the rightwing climate denial oper-
ations. So, naturally, they have chal-
lenged my call for an appropriate in-
quiry into whether the fossil fuel in-
dustry’s decades long and purposeful
campaign of misinformation has run
afoul of Federal civil racketeering
laws.

Now, it is very hard for them to
argue that the fossil fuel industry
should be exempt from fraud laws. It is
very hard for them to argue that the
tobacco lawsuit years ago was ill fund-
ed, although certainly they tried right
up until the government won the case.
So they turn, instead, to invention.
The Wall Street Journal repeatedly
and falsely has accused me of seeking
to punish anyone who rejects the sci-
entific evidence of climate change.
That is, of course, a crock. I never said
anything close to that, but that does
not stop them.

In fact, this line of counterattacks
fits the Journal’s playbook for defend-
ing polluting industries. The Wall
Street Journal’s editorial page has a
record on acid rain, on the ozone layer,
and now on climate change. There is a
pattern. They deny the science, they
question the motives of those who call
for change, and they exaggerate the
costs of taking action.

At all costs, they protect the pol-
luting industry. When the Journal is
wrong, as they have repeatedly been
proven to be, they keep at it, over and
over. In the 1970s, scientists first
warned that chlorofluorocarbons could
erode the ozone layer of the Earth’s
stratosphere, and that would increase
human exposure to cancer-causing ul-
traviolet rays.

The Wall Street Journal editorial
page doggedly fought back against the
science, questioning it, and attacking
any regulation of the CFCs.

In at least eight editorials between
1976 and 1992, the Wall Street Journal
proclaimed that the connection be-
tween CFCs and ozone depletion ‘‘is
only a theory and will remain only
that until further efforts are made to
test its validity in the atmosphere
itself.”” They called the scientific evi-
dence ‘‘scanty’ and ‘‘premature,” sug-
gested that the ozone layer ‘“‘may even
be increasing,” insinuated that ‘it is
simply not clear to us that real science
drives policy in this area,” and warned
of ‘“‘a dramatic increase in air-condi-
tioning and refrigeration costs,” with
““some $1.52 billion in foregone profits
and product-change expenses’ as well
as 8,700 jobs lost. Those are all actual
quotes from the ed page.

Well, back then Americans listened
to the science. Congress acted, the
ozone layer and the public’s health
were protected, and the economy pros-
pered. All those terrible costs that the
Journal predicted, according to the
EPA’s 1999 progress report, ‘“‘Every dol-
lar invested in ozone ©protection
provide[d] $20 of societal health bene-
fits in the United States”—S$1 spent, $20
saved.
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